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REMARKS

b th the species of claims 1 and 4 is confirmed.

1. The election of Group

6j‘éctionab1e and was amended to a shortened version in the
CON[PLETE REPLY (NONPROVISIONAL) filed March

2. The abstract length wa.
RESPONSE TO NOTICE OF i
16, 2004.

3. The disclosure was obj§ ed to for use of confusing terms in the examples wherein

both ratio and molar percent used The above amendment to the speciﬁcétion corrects
the objectionable items consisfht with the values given in the tables following the respective

examples.

e Support for Amendment to the Specification, the

] v'wth the data in the tables accompanying each amended
! mg term "ratio”. Further explanation concerning the
and preparations are provided in paragraphs [00213] and
[00214]. |

4., 5. Claims 1 and 4 were i féioﬁally rejected for obvibusness-type double patentihg
over copending application 10
terminal disclaimer to overcong

8:6951. Responsive thereto, enclosed is an appropriate
ﬂﬁc rejection.

| determme whether the reference qualifies as prior art and do
h e following remarks are provided to distinguish the
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Sun

B !t by Sun although the presently claimed properties are not
! is flowing dissolved powder polymer into the sticky

amorphous polymer reactor (S ! at column 4, lines 55-58 and claims 2-6). The rejection

the amended claims, discloses ééshottcomings of the reference.

4 i_ otherwise unusable materials. That is, combining an
amorphous polymer so sticky i :a:\n’t be readily retrieved from the reactor, and a crystalline -
polymer with particles too findlb ;be otherwise useful. Sun is motivated to operate the
procesé therein at as low a tem{ 'rfafure as possible because of heat transfer problems
associated with the polymer s - !- g to the wall (See Sun at column 2, line 52 to column 3,
line 3). Thus the skilled artisa§

as was done by Sun, always af

i s led to operate the Sun process at relatively low temperature
0 gdegrees C (see the Sun Examples).

ai ‘ g the sticky polymer problem rather than providing a

$ is done by the present invention. Accordingly, Sun

15151 catalyst (or dissolved polymer) to the amorphous
polymer production at the no '. %operating conditions -- 50 degrees C (no pressures are

. liroad range of amorphous polymer molecular weight (Mw),
(Sun at column 3, line 36 and »! lumn 4, line 22), the skilled artisan readily recognizes that

the polymers formed accordin$ q the full teaching of Sun have molecular weights in the high

end of that range which are €

i: ely amorphous and unbranched.
N

Furthermore, while S ui oﬁ'ers no suggestion of the molecular weight of the powder

coating polymer particles, the§ : i lled artisan again will recognize that it is a high molecular
weight material when operateq ! t the 50 degrees C polymerization temperature of the

L
amorphous production proces$ l Thus the polymer combination of Sun is expected to have a

net molecular weight above thise ¢ of the claimed ranges.
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The Invention

properties; and
(iii) the inventive polyn W15 are a homogeneous polymer or a
homogeneous pol :', 1 éi-icomposition.
for clarity to include at least a minimal level branching index
tlon paragraphs [0025]-[0027]. This distinguishes the

Spn which will have little or no branching, typical of
o

The claims are amend
g’ of 0.4 as given in the specif] :i
polymers prepared according
amorphous polymer: §
M
(a) in Sun, two separat éiymem are prepared, one stuck onto the other so no tack at
all is available from the powd

of the claim; and S

ooated polymer particles, thus failing the Dot T-Peel element

(b) the polymerization 2 perature and conditions (to the extent given in Sun)
indicate little or no branching§ us failing the g’ element of the claim.

b
f i

The powdery coated p r'i:'les of Sun are not only a different polymer material than
the claimed polymers, but als¢gvi
the strength properties of the ’

The Examiner is directed to

ll not function to meet the Dot T-Peel test and will not have
:qftjltion such as those having a branching index as claimed.

f sresent specification at paragraphs [00103] to [00113],
especially paragraph [00106] : ch addresées the desirability of an operating window to

achieve the branching of the i :ef!ition.

While the process typ g also a factor iieciding process temperature, the Examples

were operated at a temperal Eeatcr than 50 degrees C and other conditions to ensure a low
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the polymerization examples. é_ jadhesivc strength as given in the subsequent tables of the .
examples provide information fh fhe strength provided by these samples in other tests and
not available without branchini® .

!
i
i
'
!

un do not meet the elements of the claimed invention

larly, and because they do not meet the property
eisi)ecially the high Dot T-Peel claims 58 and 95, the strength

Clearly the polymers ol

because they are different mol JI
requirements of the claims. =5-|

property claim 65, and the bi ik l comonomer claim 114 for further distinction from Sun.

|

I
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o

N :

_;énce of the claims as amended is respectfully requested.

Reconsideration and alfj

: ’ iner to telephone the undersigned attorney if there are any

|

|
Applicants invite the b
1

|

|

|

issues outstanding which have t been presented to the Examiner's satisfaction.

| Respectfully submitted,

2 | AUQQS‘f 2oofl |
Date J |
for Applicants

Registration No. 52,348

ExxonMobil Chemical Co.
Law Technology

P.O. Box 2149 i
Baytown, Texas 77522-2149]
Phone: 281-834-2429 ‘
Fax: 281-834-2495
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